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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Finality is withdrawn in view of the new reference, Rakoshitz et al. (US 6,8 16,903). 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 18-39 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-8, 10, 1 1, 13, 14, 16-31, 35, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rakoshitz et al. (US 6,816,903). 

5. In regards to claim 1, Rakoshitz discloses a method facilitating the configuration of 
parameters controlling utilization of a network resource, comprising the steps of: monitoring 
utilization of a network resource with respect to a plurality of utilization classes; displaying 
utilization classes; and, facilitating association of a displayed utilization class with a network 
resource utilization control parameter operative to control utilization of the network resource, 
wherein facilitating association includes providing a user interface allowing for selection of a 
displayed utilization class and a desired network resource utilization control parameter. Figures 
9-15 are examples of different monitoring screens offered by the user interface. Figure 19 is a 
combined monitor and control screen. Column 16 lines 62-65 disclose that control of a 
utilization parameter is facilitated by the graphical user interface. Figure 13 and column 21 lines 
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31-33 disclose that the user may select which utilization classes to display. Rakoshitz does not 
disclose displaying the most significant utilization classes based on a network statistic. 

Column 4 lines 48-52 disclose the user interface is used by a network administrator to 
manage network resources. Official notice is taken that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to choose to display only the most significant utilization classes because 
doing so allows the network administrator to focus on the areas that have the greatest impact. 

6. In regards to claim 2, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising the 
step of: facilitating selection of additional utilization classes not presented in the displaying step 
and association of control parameters to the additional utilization classes (fig. 12 elements 1203 
and 1207; col. 21 lines 24-27; fig. 19). 

7. Claim 4 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 2. 

8. In regards to claim 5, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising the 
step of upon selection by user, associating a selected utilization class with control parameter 
selected by the user (figs. 8 and 19). 

9. In regards to claim 6, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the displaying 
step further comprises providing a user interface that displays the most significant utilization 
classes based on a utilization statistic; wherein the user interface allows for selection of a 
displayed utilization class and a desired control parameter (figs. 13 and 19). 

10. Claim 7 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 2. 

11. In regards to claim 8, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the most 
significant utilization classes are displayed in an order relative to corresponding values of the 
network statistic (col. 18 lines 15-17). 
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12. Claims 10, 11, and 13 are rejected upon the same grounds as claim 8. 

13. In regards to claim 14, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising the 
steps of providing a set of selectable network statistics; receiving a selected utilization statistic 
from a user; and, wherein the displaying step comprises displaying the most significant 
utilization classes based on the selected network statistic (fig. 1 1). 

14. In regards to claim 16, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the network 
statistic is a utilization statistic (fig. 13 element 1310; fig. 9 elements 923 and 925). 

15. In regards to claim 17, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the network 
statistic is computed over a given analysis interval; and wherein the method further comprises 
the steps of: allowing for selection of an analysis interval (col. 10 line 61 - col. 1 1 line 46). 

16. Claim 18 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 1. 

17. Claims 19 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 2. 

1 8. In regards to claim 20, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 8 wherein each 
bandwidth control category maps to a set of bandwidth utilization controls (table 3). 

1 9. In regards to claim 21 , Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 8 wherein each 
bandwidth utilization control is implemented by an aggregate data flow bandwidth utilization 
control (col. 1 1 line 20-27; col. 29 line 30 - col. 30 line 12). 

20. In regards to claim 22, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 18 wherein the 
bandwidth utilization control is implemented by a per-flow bandwidth utilization control (col. 1 1 
lines 10-19; col. 29 line 30 - col. 30 line 12). 

21. In regards to claim 23, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 8 wherein the 
bandwidth utilization control is implemented by at least one aggregate data flow bandwidth 
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utilization control and at least one per-flow bandwidth utilization control (col. 29 line 30 - col. 
30 line 12). 

22. In regards to claim 24, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 18 wherein the 
monitoring step further comprises the step of automatically creating new traffic classes in 
response to data flows (col. 13 lines 43-56; col. 14 lines 34-58; fig. 8). 

23. Claim 25 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 17. 

24. Claim 26 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 1 . 

25. Claim 27 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 2. 

26. Claim 28 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 17. 

27. Claim 29 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 17. 

28. Claim 30 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 24. 

29. Claim 3 1 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 2. 

30. In regards to claim 35, Rakoshitz discloses the method of claim 1 wherein the facilitating 
step comprises the steps of providing a user interface allowing for selection of a displayed 
utilization class and a desired parameter (fig. 19). 

31. Claim 36 is rejected upon the same grounds as claim 16. 

32. Claims 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rakoshitz et al. (US 6,816,903) in view of MacGregor et al. (US 5,396,621). 

Rakoshitz discloses the methods of claims 1 and 6, but do not disclose the columns being 
sorted in descending order. 
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MacGregor et al. discloses in column 10 lines 16-18 that their data can be sorted into 
either descending or ascending order. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Rakoshitz to 
accommodate for sorting in descending order, as taught by MacGregor. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to allow the user to sort and view the data according to parameters 
entered by the user as described in column 10 lines 13-18. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

33. Claims 32-34 and 37-39 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

34. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Claims 32-34 indicated that the most significant utilization classes are based on a minimum 
threshold percentage. Rakoshitz indicates in fig. 13 that the user may choose which classes to 
display but not based on a minimum threshold percentage. Claims 37-39 indicate that the control 
parameters are hierarchically inter-related. Rakoshitz does not teach any relation between the 
control parameters. 

Conclusion 

35. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Travision et al. discloses a graphical user interface to help manage resources 
associated with a single application. It does not display the most significant traffic classes based 
on a network statistic. Service level agreements can be included (paragraph 0026), but the 
interface does not allow for selection of a displayed bandwidth class with a utilization control 
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parameter. Rakoshitz et al. (US 6,578,077) discloses further information about the monitoring 
interface disclosed in figures 9-15 of Rakoshitz (US 6,816,903). It does not include information 
about the control section of the interface disclosed in figure 19 of Rakoshitz (US 6,816,903). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kerri M. Dyke whose telephone number is (571) 272-0542. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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